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differentiate the living animal from dead matter, and
therefore, of what we have described as the animal's
characteristic attitude of independence towards its world."
Accepting this admirable statement, I will add only
one comment. In my recent Modern Materialism and
Emergent Evolution (21), I have argued that we can
interpret the subconscious hormic processes (which
Dr. Nunn agrees to regard as purposive or teleological),
we can begin to gain some understanding of them, how-
ever vague, only if we regard them not as entirely blind
but rather as involving, however dimly, something of
that foresight (however vague and short-ranging) which
is of the essence of our most clearly purposive activities;
that therefore we must regard every hormic process as of
the same fundamental nature as our mental activity,
even if that interpretation involves us in a provisional
dualism, held as a working hypothesis the final verdict
upon which can come only with the progress of both the
biological and the physical sciences.
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